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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-2,5,8-10,12-14,17 have been examined. 



Response to Amendment 



2. This amendment is in response to the amendment 4/08/2008. In the amendment 
claims 3,4,6,7,1 1 ,15,16,18, and 19 were cancelled, and claims 1,5,8,14, and 17 were 
amended. This action is non-final. 



A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
4/08/2008 has been entered. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



3. 



35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 
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4. Claims 1,2,5,14, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

As per claims 1 , 2, and 5, the use of the word system does not inherently mean 
that the claim is directed to a machine, and upon review of the specification there is no 
evidence contrary to suggest to one of ordinary skill in the art that all modules and 
components of the claim may reasonable implemented as software routines. Therefore 
the claim is a system of software per se and fails to fall within a statutory category of 
invention. 

As per claims 1 4 and 1 7, the use of computer readable medium in the claims 
could appear to be reasonably interpreted as media for carrying as fairly conveying 
signals and other forms of propagation or transmission media to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. Therefore claims 14 and 17 fail to be limited to embodiments which fall within a 
statutory category and are rejected under 35 U.S.C 101. 

Specification 

5. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: the applicant has failed to provide antecedent basis for the 
claim terminology "computer readable medium". Therefore it becomes a question of 
whether non statutory embodiments would be fairly conveyed to one of ordinary skill in 
the art given the term utilized and the lack of detail in the specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-2,8,9,10,14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Allegro ("Allegro", three-state) in view of Ashe et al ("Ashe", US 2002/0093523) in 
view of Fukao et al ("Fukao", US 7,11 6,338). 

As per claim 1 , Allegro teaches a system, comprising: a computer system having 
a graphical user interface (GUI) (lines 1-10, checkbox); a module that provides a 
plurality of icons for a component of said GUI that are distinct according to a selection 
property and an enablement property (Lines 5-10, blank when value is nil and otherwise 
will show a checkmark). Allegro also teaches the said component being a checkbox 
(Allegro, lines 1-9, checkbox), and wherein said checkbox has a selected property and 
an enabled property and is rendered on said GUI as a square filled with white and a 
black check inside said square (Allegro, lines 5-9), when said checkbox has a 
unselected property and an enabled property and is rendered on said GUI as a square 
filled with white (Allegro, lines 5-9, check box will be blank). . 

Allegro does not expressly state automatically overriding default values. 
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However, Ashe teaches a software component executable on said computer 
system to override a plurality of default icons for said component (Figure 6, [0034]- 
[0035], instruct the drawing modules for themes contain definition for the appearance of 
the check box in accordance of that theme) and displaying the preferred icons on GUI in 
place of the default icons ([0034]-[0035]). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the teaching of Ashe with the system of Allegro. Motivation to do so would 
have been to allow users to use their own themed, customizable icons so that each user 
would understand their respective meanings and yield predictable results. 

Allegro-Ashe teaches all of the above mentioned aspects of the checkbox and 
also show a third state which is rendered gray see Allegro lines 10-14. However, 
Allegro-Ashe fail to distinctly point out the third state of the checkbox wherein when said 
checkbox is unselected and disabled the said checkbox is rendered on said GUI as a 
square filled with gray. 
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Fukao teaches a checkbox when it is unselected and disabled, said checkbox is 
rendered on said GUI as a square filled with gray (Figure 42, Column 17 lines 10-16). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the teaching of Fukao with the system of Allegro-Ashe. One 
of ordinary skill in the art could have substituted the disabled grayed out box for the third 
state grayed out box of Allegro and the results of the substitution would have been 
predictable. 
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As per claim 2, Allegro-Ashe-Fukao teaches the system according to claim 1 , 
wherein said software component runs during initialization (Ashe, [0023], loaded when 
the computer is started). 



Claim 8 is similar in scope to that of claim 1 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 9, Allegro-Ashe teaches the method according to claim 8, wherein 
said selection property is an indication of user selection of said component (Allegro, 
lines 1-14). 

As per claim 10, Allegro-Ashe teaches the method according to claim 8, wherein 
said enablement property is an indication of whether editing of said component is 
permitted (Allegro, lines 1-14). 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to that of claim 1, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 
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8. Claims 5,12,13,17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Allegro ("Allegro", three-state), Ashe et al ("Ashe", US 2002/0093523), and Fukao 
et al ("Fukao", US 7,116,338) in view of lizuka ("lizuka", US 6,029,198). 

As per claim 5, Allegro-Ashe-Fukao is silent in teaching a selected and disabled 
property. 

However, lizuka teaches the system according to claim 3, wherein said checkbox 
has a selected property and a disabled property and is rendered on said GUI as a 
square filled with gray and a black check inside said square (Figure 10, item 905). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the teaching of lizuka with the system of Allegro-Ashe- 
Fukao. 

Motivation to do so would have been to provide to the user an indication that a 
check must be or is automatically enabled and one of ordinary skill in the art could have 
applied the necessary check to a base third state and the results would have been 
predictable. 

As per claim 12, the modified Allegro teaches the method according to claim 8, 
wherein said checkbox is within a second component (lizuka, Figure 10). 

As per claim 13, the modified Allegro teaches the method according to claim 12, 
wherein said second component is a table (lizuka, Figure 10). 
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Claim 17 is similar in scope to that of claim 5, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-2,5,8-10,12-14,17 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RYAN F. PITARO whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:30pm Mondays 
through Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Ryan F Pitaro/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



